Introduction
What does it mean to be a "Christian"? What did it mean to act like a "Christian" in an early community founded by Paul or in a later community shaped by his thinking?1 These sorts of questions are difficult to answer even today after nearly two millennia of Christianity, and must have been just as challenging for the first generations of "pagan Christians"-or perhaps it would be better to say "followers of Jesus from an uncircumcised background, whose pedigree meant they did not have to follow all the commandments of the Torah."2 Paul tried to construct an "identity"3 for the communities he founded by focusing on their relationships-relationships with the God of Israel, with Jesus Christ, and with other members of the community, the "family" of brothers and sisters in Christ. While he did not totally abandon the Torah, he linked many of his ethical injunctions to these sorts of relationships.4 In the communities addressed by Ignatius of Antioch a few generations after Paul, the question of what it meant to be a "Christian" and what it meant to act like a "Christian" seems to have been just as urgent. Ignatius himself had begun to use (or had even coined) the term "Christianity" (Χριστιανισμός), which he employs in stark contrast to the terms "Judaism" and "Hellenism" (e.g., Magn. 10.1; Rom. 10.3; Phld. 6.1). Drawing a strict "borderline"5 between Christianity and Judaism, Ignatius does not follow Paul in assigning the Torah a positive role in regulating a Christian's life. For Ignatius, all good things relate to Christ, and anything that does not relate to Christ-a category which for Ignatius includes the Torah as such-is worthless. But this creates a problem: if the Torah, the "fence" that had marked out Jewish identity, is no longer something positive because Jewish and Christian identities now have to be sharply distinguished,6 new identity markers are needed. Shared beliefs can of course serve as identity markers, but a group ethos that distinguishes one group from which rules are you and your group acting and why?' This is the 'ought to' or 'should' question. It is understood as the motivated 'rules/principles/basic exhortations/ethical pointers' presented in a particular document . . .-Ethos relates to the question: 'how do you behave or what do you do?' This is a behavioural category. It focusses on the behavior of a group concretely expressing the above-mentioned rules (ethics) and thus functionally displaying their identity." I should also add that "identity" should not be regarded as a stable, but rather as a dynamic concept, and that both insider and outsider perspectives are relevant. 
